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1
LOAD SHARING AND REDUNDANCY
SCHEME

RELATED APPLICATIONS

This application is a divisional application and claims pri-
ority from patent application Ser. No. 11/190,696, entitled
“Load Sharing and Redundancy Scheme,” naming Kanekar et
al. as inventors, filed on Jul. 26, 2005, which is a divisional of
patent application Ser. No. 10/723,371, entitled “Load Shar-
ing and Redundancy Scheme,” naming Kanekar et al. as
inventors, filed on Nov. 25, 2003, which is a continuation of
patent application Ser. No. 09/342,859, now U.S. Pat. No.
6,751,191, entitled “Load Sharing and Redundancy Scheme,”
naming Kanekar et al. as inventors, filed on Jun. 29, 1999,
each of which are incorporated herein by reference for all
purposes.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

1. Field of the Invention

The present invention relates to networking technology.
More particularly, the present invention relates to providing
load sharing and redundancy in a network through a master
router and a slave router having a shared set of interfaces in a
single device.

2. Description of the Related Art

Networks are commonly used by organizations for a vari-
ety of purposes. For instance, through the use of networks,
resources such as programs and data may be shared by users
of the network. In addition, a computer network can serve as
a powerful communication medium among widely separated
users.

Communication among hosts and users of a network is
often facilitated through connection to one or more routers.
As shown in FIG. 1, ahost 112 normally resides on a network
segment 114 that enables its network entities to communicate
with other entities or networks. Note that the host 112 need
not directly connect to the entities or networks with which it
communicates. For example, as shown in FIG. 1, the host 112
may be connected through a router R1 116. The router R1 116
may, in turn, connect one or more other routers such as router
R2 118 with selected entities or networks.

Now, suppose that the host 112 wishes to send a message to
a corresponding node 120. A message from the host 112 is
then packetized and forwarded through the appropriate rout-
ers and to the corresponding node 120, as indicated by dotted
line “packet from host”’122, according to a standard protocol.
Ifthe corresponding node 120 wishes to send a message to the
host 112—whether in reply to a message from the host 112 or
for any other reason—it addresses that message to the IP
address of the host 112 on the network segment 114. The
packets of that message are then forwarded to router R1 116
and ultimately to the host 112 as indicated by dotted line
“packet to host”124.

As described above, packets sent to and from the host 112
are forwarded via the router R1 116. As shown, the router R1
116 is the only route to and from the host 112. Thus, if the
router R1 116 fails, communication with the host 112
becomes impossible. Accordingly, the reliability of the net-
work as well as the routers in the network is of utmost impor-
tance.

As networks become a critical resource in many organiza-
tions, it is important that the networks are reliable. One way of
achieving reliability is through redundancy. As described
above, a single router failure may prevent communication to
and from each host and user connected to the router. In many
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networks, it is common to provide redundancy through the
use of multiple routers such that a backup router functions in
the event of failure of a primary router. However, when the
primary router fails, there is typically a “switchover time” that
is required for the backup router to take over the functions of
the primary router. As a result, such attempts to provide
redundancy in switches suffer from a large switchover time.
Accordingly, it would be beneficial if such redundancy could
be provided with a reduction in the switchover time from a
non-functional to a functional router.

In addition to reliability, it is often desirable to improve
performance within a given network. In order to achieve this
improvement, load sharing is often preferable. For instance,
various users of a network may have a higher traffic level than
other users of the network. It would therefore be desirable if
performance could be achieved through the distribution of
traffic among multiple routers.

In view of' the above, it would be desirable if a redundancy
and load sharing scheme could be implemented to reduce the
switchover time upon failure of a router while implementing
a load sharing scheme among multiple routers operating in a
single device.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

An invention is described herein that provides load sharing
and redundancy in a network. This is accomplished, accord-
ing to one embodiment, through the use of a master router and
a slave router operating in the same chassis and having a
shared set of interfaces. Prior to failure of the master router,
the master router communicates shared state information to
the slave router. In addition, the slave router operates in
“standby mode” to obtain information from the shared set of
interfaces. In this manner, the switchover time required to
switch from the master router to the slave router upon failure
of the master router is significantly reduced.

According to one aspect of the invention, a default gateway
is associated with both the master router and the slave router.
This is accomplished by assigning a shared IP address and a
shared MAC address to both a first router and a second router
so that the shared IP and MAC addresses are shared between
the first router and the second router. Additionally, a first
MAC address is assigned to the first router and a second MAC
address is assigned to the second router. The default gateway
is configured on the hosts such that a default gateway IP
address is associated with the shared IP address. The shared
IP and MAC addresses are associated with one of the routers
(e.g., the first router or master router). When the master fails,
the slave takes over both the shared IP address and the shared
MAC address.

In order to route traffic, there are three layers of protocol: a
physical layer, a data link layer, and a network layer. The data
link layer is often referred to as “layer 2” while the network
layer is often referred to as “layer 3.” The responsibility of the
data link layer is to transmit chunks of information across a
link. The responsibility of the network layer is to enable
systems in the network to communicate with each other.
Thus, the network layer finds a path or “shortcut” through a
series of connected nodes that must forward packets in the
specified direction.

According to another aspect, the master and the slave each
includes a switching processor to switch packets in hardware
and a routing processor to enable packets to be routed in
software. The switching processor is adapted for running a
layer 2 protocol (e.g., spanning tree) and the routing proces-
sor is adapted for running a layer 3 routing protocol. In
addition, the master and the slave each maintains its own
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forwarding data. More particularly, the master and the slave
each maintain a layer 2 database associated with the layer 2
protocol and a routing table associated with the layer 3 rout-
ing protocol. Both the master and the slave independently run
its own layer 3 routing protocol and maintain its own routing
table. However, only the master runs the layer 2 protocol.
More particularly, the master saves the layer 2 protocol infor-
mation in a layer 2 protocol database (e.g., spanning tree
database) and sends layer 2 protocol updates to the slave so
that it may similarly store the layer 2 protocol updates in its
own layer 2 protocol database. When the master fails, the
slave then runs the layer 2 protocol and accesses its own layer
2 protocol database. Since the slave maintains its own layer 2
protocol database and layer 3 routing table, switchover time
upon failure of the master is minimized.

According to another aspect, prior to failure of the master,
the slave receives updates from the master in order to syn-
chronize operation of the two routers. For instance, the master
maintains the hardware information for both the master and
the slave. Therefore, in addition to sending layer 2 protocol
updates, the master also sends other information related to the
hardware shared by the two routers. As one example, multi-
cast group membership for the shared ports is sent by the
master to the slave. As another example, hardware informa-
tion such as temperature and information related to the power
supply is sent by the master to the slave.

According to yet another aspect, the master and the slave
each include a forwarding engine in addition to the routing
processor and the switching processor. The forwarding
engines are adapted for forwarding packets in hardware and
therefore increase the speed with which packets are for-
warded. Each forwarding engine has an associated set of
forwarding engine tables. More particularly, each forwarding
engine includes a layer 2 table associating each destination
MAC address with a port and router. Thus, if a packet cannot
be forwarded in hardware or it is undesirable to forward the
packet in hardware, the packet is forwarded by the router
specified in the layer 2 table. In addition, a layer 3 shortcut
table stores shortcuts (i.e., layer 3 forwarding information)
for a path from a particular source IP address to a particular
destination IP address. When a router forwards a packet, a
shortcut is created and entered in the layer 3 shortcut table.
Packets may then be forwarded by the forwarding engine for
this particular path.

According to another aspect, the slave operates to update
its forwarding tables during standby mode as well as upon
failure of the master. In order for the slave to forward a packet,
the layer 2 table of the slave’s forwarding engine must contain
an entry associating the desired destination MAC address
with the slave router. Moreover, for the forwarding engine
(i.e., hardware) of the slave to forward a packet, there must be
an entry for the particular path from the source IP address to
the destination IP address. Thus, prior to failure of the master,
the slave’s forwarding engine observes packets at the shared
interfaces to obtain information from the packet header to
establish shortcuts. For instance, the slave may obtain a short-
cut established by the master from the packet header. The
slave then updates its layer 2 and layer 3 tables with an
appropriate entry as necessary.

Upon failure of the master router, the slave modifies its
forwarding engine tables to enable packets to be forwarded by
the slave. At a minimum, in order to forward packets in
software, the slave’s layer 2 table is modified to associate
destination MAC addresses with the slave rather than the
master. In addition, in order for a packet to be forwarded via
the forwarding engine (i.e., hardware) of the slave, an entry
for the specific path is identified in the slave’s layer 3 table.
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Thus, if an entry exists in the slave’s layer 3 table for the flow
(e.g., path from source to destination) as provided in the
packet header, the packet may be forwarded by the forward-
ing engine. Even if the entry in the slave’s layer 3 table for that
particular flow is not modified by the slave, packets may be
forwarded using information in the current entry using the
shortcut established by the master (e.g., with the source MAC
address identifying the master). However, it is desirable to
forward packets with the correct source MAC address (e.g.,
the MAC address of the slave). According to one embodi-
ment, since the master and the slave routers may potentially
arrive at different routing decisions and therefore different
shortcuts, the shortcuts established by the master are invali-
dated. In order to invalidate these shortcuts, they are removed
from the slave’s layer 3 shortcut table. However, if all short-
cuts are removed simultaneously, a large number of packets
will need to be forwarded in software. Therefore, entries in
the slave’s layer 3 shortcut table are selected and removed
gradually. For example, the entries may be removed accord-
ing to port number or other criteria. Once a packet is for-
warded by the slave router in software, a correct entry is
created and entered in the slave’s shortcut table. Packets may
then be forwarded by the slave with a current shortcut as well
as correct source MAC address. Thus, since the slave main-
tains its own forwarding engine tables, packets may be for-
warded with a minimum delay time.

According to another aspect, the configuration of the mas-
ter and the slave is synchronized. There are three categories of
information that may be configured for each router. First,
there is information that must be the same for both routers.
Second, there is information that must be different for both
routers. Third, there is information that can be different but is
recommended to be the same for both routers. Thus, the same
configuration file may be maintained on both the master and
the slave to enable the routers to be synchronized with these
three categories of information.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a diagram illustrating communication between a
host and a corresponding node via a router.

FIG. 2 is a diagram illustrating a system in which multiple
routers are used to provide redundancy.

FIG. 3 is a general block diagram illustrating routers that
share a single set of interfaces according to an embodiment of
the invention.

FIG. 4 is a diagram illustrating an exemplary configuration
file according to an embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 5 is a diagram illustrating a routing and switching
system according to one embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 6 is a process flow diagram illustrating one method of
determining which router is the master.

FIG. 7 is a block diagram illustrating a VL AN in which
multiple LANSs are grouped together.

FIG. 8 illustrates an exemplary system for load sharing
using VLANs according to an embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 9 is a block diagram illustrating a database configu-
ration for the routing and switching system according to an
embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 10 is a process flow diagram illustrating one method
of configuring the master and slave routers at start up.

FIG. 11Ais a process flow diagram illustrating one method
of operating the master and slave prior to failure of one of the
routers according to one embodiment of the invention.

FIG.11B is a process flow diagram illustrating one method
of forwarding packets prior to failover.
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FIG.12A is a process flow diagram illustrating one method
oftransitioning to the slave upon failure of the master accord-
ing to an embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 12B is a process flow diagram illustrating one method
of'operating upon failure of the slave according to an embodi-
ment of the invention.

FIG. 12C is a process flow diagram illustrating one method
of modifying the forwarding engine tables of the slave after
failure of the master according to an embodiment of the
invention.

FIG.12Dis a process flow diagram illustrating one method
of forwarding packets by the slave as shown at block 1212 of
FIG. 12B after failure of the master according to an embodi-
ment of the invention.

FIG. 13A is a diagram illustrating an exemplary layer 2
table that may be independently maintained by the master and
the slave.

FIG. 13B is a diagram illustrating an exemplary layer 3
table that may be independently maintained by the master and
the slave router.

FIG. 14A is a diagram illustrating the need for second hop
redundancy within a network.

FIG. 14B is a diagram illustrating the problem created
when second hop redundancy is not provided.

FIG. 15 is a block diagram of a network device that may be
configured to implement aspects of the present invention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION

In the following description, numerous specific details are
set forth in order to provide a thorough understanding of the
present invention. It will be apparent, however, to one skilled
in the art, that the present invention may be practiced without
some or all of these specific details. In other instances, well
known process steps have not been described in detail in order
not to unnecessarily obscure the present invention.

There are several ways to provide redundancy using mul-
tiple routers. For instance, two separate fully operational
routers are often used to provide redundancy. FIG. 2 is a
diagram illustrating such a system. As shown, a first router R1
102 and a second router R2 104 are supplied to provide
redundancy in a system supporting client 106. The first router
R1 102 and the second router R2 104 share a common inter-
face 108. In addition, the first router R1 102 has an associated
set of interfaces 110 and the second router R2 104 has a
separate set of interfaces 112. Thus, redundancy is commonly
implemented to ensure that the client 106 is supported in the
event that one of the routers 102 and 104 fails. It is important
to note that where multiple routers are used, they typically do
not share the same interfaces. As a result, the configurations
of the routers cannot be identical. Moreover, since the two
routers are separate, the time to detect a failure of one of the
routers is substantial.

In order to reduce the time required to detect a failure of one
of the routers, the two routers may be provided in the same
chassis. However, the interfaces are typically not easily
shared between two routers. As a result, the configuration
information cannot be shared between the routers. Moreover,
since the interfaces are not shared, both routers cannot be
fully operational. Since both routers are not fully operational,
when one of the routers fails, there is often a substantial
“switchover time” during which the alternate router is
brought up. More particularly, during this time, the appropri-
ate software is downloaded to the secondary router to enable
the secondary router to take over the interfaces associated
with the primary router.
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As described above, although multiple routers are com-
monly used to provide redundancy in a network, the routers
do not typically share a set of interfaces. As a result, the
configurations of the routers are not identical and therefore
the switchover time in the event of failure of the primary
router (i.e., master) may be substantial. To solve this problem,
the present invention provides at least two routers that share
the same set of interfaces. More particularly, since both rout-
ers share the same set of interfaces, both the routers may be
fully operational. FIG. 3 is a general block diagram illustrat-
ing two routers provided in the same chassis that share a
single set of interfaces according to an embodiment of the
invention. As shown, a first router 202 and a second router 204
share a set of interfaces 206-1, 206-2, and 206-3. Since the
routers 202 and 204 share the same set of interfaces, the
routers may share at least some configuration information
208 and therefore the switchover time as experienced by
client 210 may be reduced. Since the routers 202 and 204 are
in the same chassis 212, it is easier to ensure a similar con-
figuration on both routers. For instance, both routers may be
configured via a single console. In addition to sharing con-
figuration information, the routers may each provide updates
to the other router. For instance, where R1 202 is the master
and R2 204 is the slave, information such as spanning tree
protocol updates may be sent from the master to the slave as
shown at 214.

According to one embodiment, two independent routers
function in the same chassis to seamlessly forward packets
through the use of the Hot Standby Redundancy Protocol
(HSRP). According to the Hot Standby Redundancy Protocol
(HSRP), a protocol available from Cisco Systems, Inc.
located in San Jose, Calif., the master router and the slave
router share a common MAC address and IP address. In
addition, each of the routers has its own unique MAC address
that will be used by the router for advertising routes to other
routers. One of the routers acts as the master and it responds
to Address Resolution Protocol (ARP) queries for the shared
IP address with the shared MAC address. The default gateway
may be configured by associating a default gateway IP
address to the shared IP address. The IP to MAC binding may
be either statically configured or obtained through the ARP
protocol. When the master fails, the slave takes over both the
shared IP address and the shared MAC address that was
owned by the master. Thus, a client need only know the
default gateway IP to route packets.

In order to configure the routers, there are three categories
of information that may be configured for each router. First,
there is information that must be the same for both routers.
Second, there is information that must be different for both
routers. Third, there is information that can be different but is
recommended to be the same for both routers. One desirable
configuration for a set of routers having the same interfaces is
described as follows. More particularly, the configurations
that need to be the same include the number of ports in each
line card (i.e., router), the type of ports (e.g., type of VLAN to
which each port belongs), and security information (e.g.,
access lists). Configurations that need to be different include
the IP addresses associated with each interface of the routers.
In other words, multiple routers cannot have the same IP
address for a particular interface. In addition, the priorities
associated with each router are different in order to enable
load sharing among the different routers. Configurations that
can be different but are recommended to be the same include
routing protocols and routing tables associated with the rout-
ers. One method of implementing load sharing is described
below with reference to FIGS. 8A and 8B.
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According to a specific embodiment, in order to provide
the configuration information for the routers sharing the same
set of interfaces, a shared configuration file is created. FI1G. 4
illustrates an exemplary shared configuration file. As shown,
the configuration file 402 includes configuration information
in multiple command lines. The command lines may be
stored as text strings, as shown. Alternatively, the command
lines may be stored in a binary format. The configuration may
be stored in non-volatile RAM such that when read, the rout-
ers may have all necessary information to operate. More
particularly, as shown, each command line 404 identifies a
particular configuration with a specified router (e.g., router
R1 or R2). In addition, where the configurations for the rout-
ers are different, when one router is configured, the configu-
ration for the second router is forced. As shown, this may be
accomplished by configuring both routers on the same com-
mand line. By way of example, where the IP address 406 (e.g.,
1.1.1.2) and associated mask 410 are configured for a speci-
fied “master” router 412, an alternate “slave” router 414 may
simultaneously be configured with an IP address 416 (e.g.,
1.1.1.3) and a mask 418. More particularly, the two IP
addresses 406 and 416 must be in the same subnet.

A more detailed diagram illustrating a routing and switch-
ing system according to one embodiment of the invention is
presented in FIG. 5. As shown, in this embodiment, two
independent operational routers R1 502 and R2 504 are pro-
vided in a single chassis, permitting the routers to communi-
cate in the backplane of the device. When redundancy is
implemented using HSRP, routers communicate their exist-
ence through “hello” packets. Thus, a failure of one of the
routers is detected by another router when a specified number
of consecutive “hello” packets are not received during a
period of time. Since the routers communicate in the back-
plane of the device, a failure of one of the routers may be
detected in hardware. As a result, the time in which a failure
of one of the routers may be detected is minimized. Fach of
the routers 502 and 504 is shown in detail as including a
corresponding routing processor 506 and 508, switch proces-
sor 510 and 512, and forwarding engine 514 and 516, respec-
tively. More particularly, the routing processors 506 and 508
run the layer 3 routing protocols. In addition, since the device
also functions as a bridge, the switch processors 510 and 512
are adapted for handling the layer 2 protocols (e.g., spanning
tree protocol) and may therefore control the hardware by
initializing the associated forwarding engines 514 and 516.
However, since only one spanning tree will be used, only one
of the switch processors runs the layer 2 spanning tree pro-
tocol. Therefore, the master runs the layer 2 spanning tree
protocol until the master fails, at which time the slave starts
running the layer 2 spanning tree protocol. The forwarding
engines 514 and 516 may perform forwarding in hardware
and therefore each functions as a switch.

The slave maintains its own backup information, including
layer 2 and layer 3 tables. More particularly, the slave oper-
ates in standby mode and therefore obtains information by
observing packets as they are received at the interfaces shared
with the master. In addition, the master sends selected infor-
mation to the slave during normal operation of the master, as
shown at 518. For instance, when the layer 2 spanning tree
protocol is updated by the master, these spanning tree proto-
col updates are communicated to the slave. Both the master
and slave each maintain its own spanning tree database.
Although only the master runs the spanning tree protocol, the
slave receives the spanning tree updates from the master and
stores the spanning tree updates in its own spanning tree
database. As a result, the master and the slave have identical
spanning tree databases, thereby providing layer 2 redun-
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dancy. Although layer 2 information is shared, information in
layer 3 (i.e.,, routing tables) is not dynamically shared
between the routers (e.g., by the routing processors), and
therefore each router maintains a separate routing table. In
addition, each of the forwarding engines 514 and 516 main-
tains its own tables, which will be described below with
reference to FIGS. 13 A through 13C. Thus, the slave main-
tains its own forwarding engine tables, spanning tree data-
base, and routing table. Since the slave maintains its own
tables and receives information such as spanning tree updates
from the master, switchover time is minimized upon failure of
the master.

One of the routers may fail under a variety of circum-
stances. First, the routing processor of one of the routers may
fail. Second, one of the switch processors may fail. Third, one
of'the forwarding engines may fail. According to one embodi-
ment, any of these and other failures are treated as a failure of
the entire router.

While both routers are fully operational, only one functions
as the “master” while the other functions as the “slave.”” The
master therefore actively forwards packets while the slave
functions in standby mode. When the master fails, the slave
takes over to forward any remaining packets. During initial-
ization of the routing system, one of the routers is determined
to be the “master”. A process flow diagram illustrating one
method of determining which router is the master is presented
in FIG. 6. Initialization of the routers as either master or slave
begins at block 600. At block 602, one of the routers receives
a signal from the other router indicating which router is the
master router. According to one embodiment, the master
sends a signal to the slave to assert that it is the master. For
instance, the first router to come up may assert such a signal.
This is desirable since the first router to come up will have a
greater capacity for handling incoming and outgoing packets.
It both routers come up simultaneously, a priority previously
assigned to the routers may be used to determine which router
will function as the master. For instance, the priority associ-
ated with each router may be set up by a Network Adminis-
trator. If at block 604 it is determined that the signal asserts
that the sending router is the master router, the receiving
router (i.e., the router receiving the signal) is determined to be
the slave at block 606. Otherwise, the receiving router is
determined to be the master at block 608.

One or more default gateways may be configured using Hot
Standby Redundancy Protocol (HSRP)/Multigroup HSRP
(M-HSRP) such that the master will be responsible for rout-
ing packets from a subset of interfaces and the slave will be
responsible for routing packets from the remaining interfaces.
HSRP/M-HSRP is a protocol available from Cisco Systems,
Inc. located in San Jose, Calif. that provides a redundancy
mechanism when more than one router is connected to the
same segment of a network (e.g., Ethernet, FDDI, Token
Ring). The participating routers share a common predefined
MAC address and IP address. In addition, each of the routers
has its own unique MAC address which will be used by the
router for advertising routes to other routers. In addition, this
unique MAC address will be used as the source MAC address
portion of the routed packets. One of the participating routers
acts as the Master and it responds to Address Resolution
Protocol (ARP) queries for the shared IP address with the
shared MAC address. The default gateway may be configured
by associating a default gateway IP address to the shared IP
address and the IP to MAC binding may be either statically
configured or obtained through the ARP protocol. When the
master fails, the slave takes over both the shared IP address
and the shared MAC address that was owned by the master. In
this manner, the slave takes over the master’s interfaces upon
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failure of the master. Thus, a host (i.e., client) need only know
the default gateway IP to route packets. As a result, the client
need not be aware of which router is the master router. Nor
must the client be notified when one of the routers fails.

While one default gateway may be used, it may also be
desirable to use a different default gateway for different
groups of users. For instance, it may be desirable to configure
a first set of users to use a first default gateway and a second
set of users to use a second default gateway. One way to
logically group users together is through the use of virtual
LANs (VLANS). FIG. 7 is a block diagram illustrating a
VLAN in which multiple LANs are grouped together. As
shown, router R1 702 has a plurality of interfaces that may
connect to multiple LANs. As shown in FIG. 7, a first LAN
704 is coupled to a first interface 706, a second LAN 708 is
coupled to a second interface 710, a third LAN 712 is coupled
to a third interface 714, and a fourth LAN 716 is coupled to a
fourth interface 718. As shown in FIG. 7, the first LAN 704
and the second LAN 708 are coupled into first VLAN 724
while the third LAN 712 and the fourth LAN 716 are coupled
into second VLAN 728. Bridging is used to communicate
among [LANs of the same VLLAN while routing is used to
communicate across VLANs. In this manner, LANs may be
grouped together according to various criteria such as func-
tionality or project.

As described above, packets are routed across VLANs.
FIG. 8 illustrates an exemplary system for load sharing using
VLANSs according to an embodiment of the invention. Rout-
ers R1 800 and R2 802 are both shown to have two interfaces,
a first interface 804 and a second interface 810. The first
interface 804 is connected to network segments 1.1.1.2 and
1.1.1.3 to a first VLAN 808. Similarly, the second interface
810 is connected to network segments 2.2.2.2 and 2.2.2.3to a
second VL AN 814. Multiple VL.ANs and clients 812 may be
active on the same interface. As a result, it may be desirable to
distribute the load among the multiple routers (i.e., R1 800
and R2 802) as well as accommodate the different traffic
levels of each user. Thus, the requirements of each VLAN
may be met through load distribution among the routers R1
800 and R2 802. Moreover, the load may be distributed
among the routers R1 800 and R2 802 based upon the source
of'incoming packets to the routing system. More particularly,
this may be accomplished through associating the users and/
or VLLANs with different default gateways. In this manner, the
unique requirements of the different VL AN groups as well as
the users within each group may be separately accommo-
dated. Accordingly, load sharing can be achieved by config-
uring multiple groups between the master and slave routers
and thus directing traffic to both the routers.

As described above, the load (e.g., incoming load) may be
distributed among the master and the slave. For instance,
suppose clients on VLAN 1 and VLLAN 2 have their default
gateway configured to be the master and clients on VLAN 3
and VL AN 4 have their default gateway configured to be the
slave. More particularly, the hosts in VLAN 1 and VL AN 2
are configured with a default gateway of the default gateway
IP address for that group and the corresponding MAC
address. Similarly, the hosts on VLAN 3 and VLAN 4 are
configured with the slave’s information. When one of the two
routers fails, the other router takes over the hosts serviced by
the other router. For instance, when the master fails, the slave
services the hosts on VLANs 1 and 2 in addition to the hosts
on VLANs 3 and 4. Moreover, since the slave is already a
member of VLLANs 1 and 2 as a separate router, it already has
the appropriate routing information and therefore does not
have to recalculate any routing tables.
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As described above with reference to FIG. 6, it is initially
determined which one of the routers is master. The routers
may be prioritized to provide redundancy as described above
with reference to FIG. 6. In addition, load sharing may be
implemented using default gateways as described above with
reference to FIGS. 7 and 8. In order for the routing and
switching system to function in the event of failure of one of
the routers, the system is configured such that switchover
time is minimized. This is accomplished, in part, through the
maintaining and updating of information for both the master
and slave during normal operation of the master. As a result,
when the master fails, the time required to bring up the slave
is minimized.

Typically, in a routing and switching system, the hardware
and software maintains layer 2 and layer 3 information in
order to forward packets. According to one embodiment of
the invention, each of the routers and forwarding engines
maintains its own layer 2 and layer 3 data. As shown in FIG.
9, although the routers are provided in a single chassis, each
of the routers 902 and 904 has its own layer 3 routing table
906 and 908 as well as its own layer 2 spanning tree database
910 and 912, respectively. In addition, associated forwarding
engines 914 and 916 each maintain a set of forwarding engine
tables. As shown, the first forwarding engine 914 has a set of
forwarding engine tables 918 including a layer 2 table 920
and layer 3 shortcut table 922. In addition, the second for-
warding engine 916 has a set of forwarding engine tables 924
including a layer 2 table 926 and layer 3 shortcut table 928.
Where the first router 902 is the master and the second router
904 is the slave, the master sends information such as span-
ning tree updates to the slave, as shown at line 930. In addi-
tion, the slave and master routers 902 and 904 each maintains
its own routing table 906 and 908, respectively, through rout-
ing updates received from other routers in the network. Simi-
larly, each forwarding engine 914 and 916 updates its asso-
ciated forwarding engine tables 918 and 924, respectively,
through information obtained from packet headers of packets
observed at the shared interfaces (not shown to simplify illus-
tration).

In addition to determining which router is the master, both
routers must be brought up such that they are fully functional.
One method of configuring the master and slave routers at
start up is presented in FIG. 10. As shown, the process at start
up begins at block 1000 and the routers are brought up at
block 1002. The configuration information is read from the
configuration file for both routers at block 1004. As described
earlier, the configuration information may fall in one of three
categories. The routers start running the routing protocols at
block 1006. The routing protocols of the two routers may be
different, but are recommended to be the same. Each router
then builds its own routing table as shown at block 1008. The
routing tables are not synchronized. As known to those of
ordinary skill in the art, the routers dynamically exchange
routing updates. Each router then updates its own routing
table based upon the information gathered in each of the
routing updates.

Once both routers are fully functional, the master and slave
continue to communicate information prior to failure of one
of'the routers. As shown in FIG. 11A, a method of operating
the master and slave prior to failure of one of the routers
according to one embodiment of the invention is presented.
The process begins at block 1100 and at block 1102, a syn-
chronization task runs in master/slave mode and the master
sends to the slave synchronized state information to synchro-
nize the port states and forward delay time. By way of
example, the state of each port may indicate that the link is up
or down, that the port is blocked, listening, or forwarding.
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Both the master and the slave run layer 3 routing protocols
and therefore each maintains its own routing table. However,
only one of the routers runs the layer 2 spanning tree protocol
atany given point in time. More particularly, prior to failure of
the master router, the master runs the layer 2 spanning tree
protocol. Only upon failover of the master router does the
slave router run the layer 2 spanning tree protocol. Thus, at
block 1104, the master sends a spanning tree update to the
slave (e.g., specifying spanning tree states). For instance, the
spanning tree update may indicate the states of the ports.
Next, at block 1106, the slave acknowledges the spanning tree
updates. The slave then updates its own spanning tree data-
base such that the slave’s spanning tree database is substan-
tially identical to that maintained by the master. In addition,
the VLAN membership of the master is sent to the slave at
block 1108. In this manner, the slave may quickly determine
which VLANSs it will be supporting when the master fails.
Forwarding engine information is then sent by the master to
the slave to initialize the hardware of the slave at block 1110.
Forwarding engine information may include, but is not lim-
ited to, port membership (i.e., association between ports and
receivers), multicast group membership (e.g., which ports are
members of which multicast groups). In addition, hardware
information may be sent as necessary by the master to the
slave at block 1112. Hardware information may include, but
is not limited to, temperature and indication of power supply
failure.

FIG. 11A describes a method of operating the master router
prior to failure of the master router. In addition, when a packet
is received at the shared set of interfaces and forwarded by the
master, the forwarding engine tables are updated by both the
master and the slave. One method of forwarding packets prior
to failover is presented in FIG. 11B. The process begins at
block 1116 and at block 1118, the master receives a packet at
the shared set of interfaces. Thus, the master obtains infor-
mation from the packet header while actively forwarding the
packet. Although the master may send this information to the
slave via software, this is a time-consuming process. Since it
is necessary for the slave to obtain the information required
for its forwarding engine tables in a less time-consuming
manner, the slave operates during “standby mode” to observe
incoming and outgoing packets at the set of shared interfaces.
Thus, the slave independently obtains information from the
packet observed at the shared set of interfaces at block 1120.
The master then updates the master’s forwarding engine
tables at block 1122, as necessary, with an entry associated
with the packet. Exemplary forwarding engine tables will be
shown and described with reference to FIGS. 13A and 13B.
Similarly, at block 1124 the slave updates the slave’s forward-
ing engine tables as necessary with an entry associated with
the packet. The master then forwards the packet at block
1126. Therefore, at any given point in time, both the slave and
the master will have essentially identical forwarding engine
tables.

As described above, according to one embodiment, a fail-
ure of the hardware (i.e., switching engine) or software (i.e.,
routing processor or switch processor) in a router is treated as
a failure of the entire router. FIG. 12A is a process flow
diagram illustrating a method of transitioning to the slave
upon failure of the master according to one embodiment of
the invention. Upon failure of the master at 1200, a backplane
signal is sent to the slave at block 1202. The slave then starts
the layer 2 spanning tree protocols at block 1204. At block
1206, the slave then uses the synchronized state information
previously sent by the master to the slave as shown at block
1102 of FIG. 11A. It is important to note that the slave
typically starts at ground zero to obtain such synchronized

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

12

state information. Since the slave need not start from ground
zero, the failover time is substantially reduced.

As described above, in order to provide load sharing in the
routing system, certain interfaces may have a specified
default gateway (e.g., R1). Thus, when R1 fails, R2 must be
specified as the new default gateway so that the forwarding
engine tables may be modified accordingly. Exemplary for-
warding engine tables and mechanisms for modifying these
tables will be described in further detail below with reference
to FIGS. 12C, 13A and 13B. Thus, at block 1208, the routing
processor of the slave sends a signal to the forwarding engine
to replace the references to the MAC address and IP address
of the master with the MAC address and IP address of the
slave, where appropriate. The forwarding engine tables of the
slave are then modified at block 1210 so that packets may then
be forwarded by the slave router at block 1212. An exemplary
method of modifying the forwarding engine tables will be
described with reference to FIG. 12C and exemplary forward-
ing engine tables will be described in further detail with
reference to FIGS. 13A and 13B.

When the slave fails, the slave merely notifies the master of
its failure. As shown in FIG. 12B, when the slave fails 1220,
a signal is sent to the master at block 1222.

Packets received at the shared interfaces may be forwarded
in hardware via the forwarding engine or in software. How-
ever, packets must be encapsulated in the same manner
regardless of whether the packets are forwarded in hardware
or software. Thus, similarly to the information maintained by
the routing processor and switching processor, the forward-
ing engines maintain layer 2 and layer 3 tables, as will be
shown and described with reference to FIGS. 13A and 13B.
As shown at block 1210 of FIG. 12A, the forwarding engine
tables of the slave are modified after failure of the master to
enable packets to be accurately forwarded by the slave. One
method of modifying the forwarding engine tables of the
slave after failure of the master is presented in FIG. 12C. The
process begins at block 1230. In the absence of a layer 3 entry
for a particular flow, a packet following this flow is sent via
software. In order to determine the router used to send the
packet, the layer 2 table is used to match the destination MAC
address of the packet and therefore must contain updated
information. Thus, at block 1232, entries in the slave’s layer
2 table that are associated with the master are modified or
replaced such that the resulting entries are mapped to the
slave rather than the master. Once modified, the slave’s layer
2 table may be used to determine the appropriate router to
forward packets in the absence of an entry in the slave’s layer
3 table. During forwarding of a packet, if there is no layer 3
entry, an entry in the layer 2 table associated with the desti-
nation MAC address of the packet is identified. The router
identified in this layer 2 table entry is then used to forward the
packet in software until a layer 3 entry for this flow is created.

In addition, the slave’s layer 3 shortcut table is modified.
Since the slave and the master share the same interfaces and
are independently running routing protocols, they both
should arrive at the same routing decision for a particular IP
destination. However, there is no guarantee that all the routing
updates will reach and get processed by both the slave and the
master all the time. In theory, both the master and the slave
will come to the same routing decisions. In addition, shortcuts
in the router’s layer 3 table are established upon forwarding of
a packet by the router based upon information in its routing
table. However, since the slave and the master operate inde-
pendently, the shortcuts cannot be guaranteed to be identical
for both the master and the slave. Moreover, these potentially
invalid shortcuts take up space in a limited amount of space in
the layer 3 table in hardware. Therefore, the shortcuts created
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by the master are invalidated on failover. As a result, at block
1234, selected entries associated with the master are removed
from the slave’s layer 3 table. Prior to removal of the entries
from the slave’s layer 3 table, packets may be routed via the
slave’s forwarding engine using the master’s MAC address as
the source MAC address. Once an entry for a particular flow
is removed, packets may be forwarded in software until a new
entry for the flow is created in the slave’s layer 3 table. Later,
when a packet belonging to the same flow (e.g., from the
source IP address to the destination IP address) is routed by
the slave, this removed entry is effectively “replaced” with an
entry associated with the slave for this same “flow.” Once the
entry is replaced, packets may be routed via the slave’s for-
warding engine using the slave’s MAC address as the source
MAC address. In addition, on switchover, the floating default
gateway IP address and the associated floating MAC address
is now associated with the slave (e.g., with the MAC address
of the slave). Accordingly, in order to enable forwarding by
the slave’s forwarding engine upon failure of the master with-
out a period of delay, the shortcuts created by the master are
used in the interim period after failure of the master and prior
to updating the slave’s layer 3 shortcuts.

As described above with reference to FIG. 12C, packets
may be forwarded by the slave router in hardware or software.
Moreover, when the packet is forwarded in hardware (by the
slave’s forwarding engine) the source MAC address may be
that of the master or the slave depending upon the status of the
slave’s forwarding engine tables. A flow diagram illustrating
one method of forwarding packets by the slave as shown at
block 1212 of FIG. 12B after failover of the master is pre-
sented in FIG. 12D. The process begins at block 1240 and at
block 1242, the slave determines whether the packet is to be
forwarded in software. For instance, even after the slave’s
layer 2 table has been modified, if there is no entry in the
slave’s layer 3 table for the path specified by the packet’s
header, the packet is forwarded in software. Thus, it is deter-
mined whether an entry associated with the packet is present
in the layer 3 table. More particularly, using information in
the packet header, it is determined whether the layer 3 table
includes an entry associated with the source IP address and
the destination IP address of the packet. If the layer 3 table
does notinclude such an entry, the packet is routed in software
until an entry has been created for the specified flow (i.e., path
from source to destination). Moreover, if forwarding of the
packet requires extra processing that cannot be performed or
is difficult to perform in hardware, the packet is forwarded in
software. The packet is then forwarded in software at block
1244 using the slave’s routing tables and spanning tree pro-
tocol database. Once the packet is routed, an entry is created
in the layer 3 table such that the source MAC address is that
of the slave at block 1246.

As described above, if the slave’s layer 3 table does not
include an entry associated with the packet or it would oth-
erwise be difficult or impossible to forward the packet in
hardware, the packet is forwarded in software. Otherwise, the
packet is routed via the forwarding engine and the process
continues at block 1248 where it is determined whether the
slave’s layer 3 table includes a new or modified entry associ-
ated with the path of the packet to be forwarded. The packet is
then forwarded with the appropriate source MAC address and
destination MAC address as specified by the entry in the layer
3 table. More particularly, if the layer 3 table contains an entry
that has not been removed or modified by the slave, the source
MAC address identifies the master. However, if the layer 3
table includes an entry that has been created or modified by
the slave, the source MAC address identifies the slave. Thus,
if it is determined at block 1248 that the slave’s layer 3 table
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does not include a new entry created by the slave, the packet
is forwarded via the forwarding engine using the slave’s
forwarding engine tables and the source MAC address of the
master at block 1250. If the slave’s layer 3 table does include
a new entry created by the slave, the packet is forwarded via
the forwarding engine using the slave’s forwarding engine
tables and the source MAC address of the slave at block 1252.

Since both the slave and the master are independent opera-
tional routers, they may each come to different routing deci-
sions. As a result, the slave and the master each maintains its
own set of forwarding engine tables. Since the slave and the
master share the same set of interfaces, the slave may observe
incoming and outgoing packets and therefore obtains infor-
mation to update its layer 2 and layer 3 tables. More particu-
larly, prior to failure of the master, the master monitors all
traffic entering the switch during active forwarding of packets
while the slave monitors all traffic entering the switch while
the slave is in standby mode. Thus, while the master’s for-
warding engine is actively forwarding packets, the slave is
learning information from the bus (e.g., incoming packets).
Once the master fails, the slave actively forwards packets and
monitors all traffic coming into the switch, as the master did
prior to its failure.

Exemplary forwarding engine tables are described with
reference to FIGS. 13A and 13B. More particularly, FIG. 13A
is a diagram illustrating an exemplary layer 2 table that may
be independently maintained by the master and the slave. The
layer 2 table serves as a bridge forwarding database and
therefore is used to determine the LAN and port used to send
packets out. During normal operation, prior to failure of the
master, both the slave and the master each monitor all traffic
coming into the switch. Based upon the header of the incom-
ing packet, an entry in the corresponding layer 2 table is
created. As shown, the layer 2 table 1302 specifies a MAC
address 1304 of a host as specified by the source MAC
address of the incoming packet, an associated VLAN 1306 to
which the host belongs, and a port 1308 that the packet has
come in on. In addition, each entry is associated with a router
1309 (e.g., identified with the destination MAC address of the
incoming packet), which may be accomplished in the layer 2
table or in a separate mapping table. For instance, the router
1309 may specify the slave or the master router. However,
upon failure of the master, the slave modifies its layer 2 table
entries to specify the slave as the router. When an entry for a
particular flow is not in the layer 3 table, the packet is routed
via a router associated with that flow. More particularly, an
entry in the layer 2 table (or a separate mapping table) is
matched with the destination MAC address as specified in the
packet header. In this manner, the outgoing VL AN and out-
going port for a specified destination MAC address may be
obtained from information learned from previously received
incoming packets.

In addition, the master and the slave router each maintains
its own layer 3 shortcut table. FIG. 13B is a diagram illustrat-
ing an exemplary layer 3 table 1310 that may be maintained
by the master and the slave router. As shown, each entry in the
L3 routing table specifies a destination IP address 1312, a
source IP address 1314, a destination MAC address 1316, and
a source MAC address 1318. As described above, since the
slave and master share a single set of interfaces and therefore
the same packet information, when a packet is forwarded by
the master (e.g., by the routing processor), a shortcut is estab-
lished and a corresponding entry is entered into the layer 3
table of the slave as well as that of the master. More particu-
larly, the slave obtains the shortcut previously established by
the master from the packet header. Prior to failure of the
master, the slave’s forwarding engine is in standby mode.
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During the standby mode, the slave’s forwarding engine
learns information from the bus (e.g., from the headers of the
incoming packets) and updates its layer 3 shortcut table. As a
result, the slave and the master have access to substantially
identical layer 3 tables. In summary, during active forwarding
of the master and during standby mode of the slave, layer 3
table entries are learned by the forwarding engine of both the
master and the slave from the packet header via the shared
interfaces between the two routers.

As described above with reference to block 1210 of FIG.
12A, when the master fails, the forwarding engine tables are
modified. More particularly, as described above with refer-
ence to FIG. 13 A, the layer 2 table of the slave is modified to
replace references to the master with references to the slave
such that each entry is mapped to the slave rather than the
master. In addition, once the slave’s layer 2 table has been
modified, entries associated with the master may be identified
and removed from the layer 3 table so that the source of the
packet is correctly identified in the packet header. In other
words, the layer 3 shortcuts established by the master are
purged from the layer 3 table. However, as described above,
where an entry does not exist in the slave’s layer 3 table for a
particular path, the packet is forwarded in software. Thus, if
all entries in the slave’s layer 3 table that have been estab-
lished by the master are removed simultaneously, a substan-
tial amount of traffic may be forwarded in software. However,
the forwarding rate in hardware is much higher than that
provided in software. It is therefore desirable to delete these
entries in the slave’s layer 3 table gradually to reduce the
traffic forwarded in software. For instance, in order to stagger
the traffic handled by the CPU of the slave, the entries in the
slave’s layer 3 table that have been created by the master may
be modified one interface/port or VLLAN at a time. Subse-
quently, when a packet is received by the slave, a shortcut is
automatically established by the forwarding engine of the
slave from information provided in the packet header. The
slave’s forwarding engine then enters this shortcut in the
slave’s layer 3 table. Thus, the new entry in the slave’s layer
3 table correctly identifies the slave as the source of the
packet. In this manner, the shortcuts established by the master
are replaced with those established by the slave. The packet
may then be switched via hardware. In this manner, the traffic
handled by hardware is maximized.

When a first host wishes to communicate with a second
host, it is often necessary to communicate via one or more
routers. Where both hosts are directly connected to a single
router, communication is accomplished through a single
router or “hop.”” When packets must be sent via multiple
routers, multiple “hops” are required. The present invention is
designed to provide first hop as well as second hop routing
redundancy for hosts. More particularly, when the master to
slave switchover takes place, all packets from the host will be
forwarded seamlessly to the destination. However, packets in
the reverse direction must also be forwarded correctly even
though the master has failed. This problem will be described
with reference to the following figures.

As shown in FIG. 14 A, a master-slave routing and switch-
ing system 1402 having a first router 1404 and a second router
1406 as described above is provided. In addition, a third
router 1408 that is outside the routing and switching system
1402 is coupled to the routing and switching system 1402. As
shown, the three routers 1404, 1406, and 1408 support a first
VLAN 1410 and a second VLAN 1412. In the following
example, a firsthost 1414 sends packets to a second host 1416
as well as receives packets from the second host 1416. For
purposes of the following discussion, the first host 1414 has
its default gateway configured with the IP address identifier
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and the default MAC address identifier of the default gateway.
Through the default IP address identifier and the default MAC
address identifier, the first router 1404 is then configured as
the default gateway for the first VLAN 1410.

When the first host 1414 sends a packet to the first router
1404, the first router 1404 routes the packet to the third router
1408 to reach the final destination, the second host 1416, as
shown at line 1418. Packets sent from the second host 1416 to
the first host 1414 also follow the same path in the reverse
direction.

When the first router 1404 fails, the second router 1406
becomes the default gateway for the first VLAN 1410 and
therefore packets sent by the first host 1414 are now redi-
rected to the second router 1406, as shown in FIG. 14B by line
1420. The second router 1406 will then route the packets to
the third router 1408 which will finally forward the packets to
the destination, the second host 1416. However, the reverse
traffic from the second host 1416 will get forwarded by the
third router 1408 to the first router 1414 since the third router
1408 has not discovered that the first router 1404 has died.
Depending on the routing protocols used, the time it takes for
the third router 1408 to decide that the first router 1404 has
failed and to recalculate its routes varies. Moreover, this time
is much greater than the time it takes for the second router
1406 (i.e., slave) to realize that the first router 1404 (i.e.,
master) has died according to the present invention.

To avoid “blackholing” of this reverse traffic, the traffic
destined for the actual MAC address of the first router 1404
will be diverted to the second router 1406. Moreover, the
second router 1406 avoids forwarding traffic back to the first
router 1404. In addition, control packets destined for the first
router 1404 will not be processed by the second router 1406.
In this manner, reverse traffic will be forwarded by the second
router 1406 (i.e., slave) and second hop redundancy is imple-
mented.

Generally, the load sharing and redundancy technique of
the present invention may be implemented on software and/or
hardware. For example, it can be implemented in an operating
system kernel, in a separate user process, in a library package
bound into network applications, on a specially constructed
machine, or on a network interface card. In a specific embodi-
ment of this invention, the technique of the present invention
is implemented in software such as an operating system or in
an application running on an operating system.

A software or software/hardware hybrid load sharing and
redundancy system of this invention is preferably imple-
mented on a general-purpose programmable machine selec-
tively activated or reconfigured by a computer program stored
in memory. Such programmable machine may be a network
device designed to handle network traffic. Such network
devices typically have multiple network interfaces including
frame relay and ISDN interfaces, for example. Specific
examples of such network devices include routers and
switches. For example, the load sharing and redundancy sys-
tems of this invention may be specially configured routers
such as specially configured router models 1600, 2500, 2600,
3600, 4500, 4700, 7200, 7500, and 12000 and Catalyst
switches such as models 5000 and 6000 available from Cisco
Systems, Inc. of San Jose, Calif. A general architecture for
some of these machines will appear from the description
given below. In an alternative embodiment, the load sharing
and redundancy system may be implemented on a general-
purpose network host machine such as a personal computer or
workstation. Further, the invention may be at least partially
implemented on a card (e.g., an interface card) for a network
device or a general-purpose computing device.
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Referring now to FIG. 15, a router 1440 suitable for imple-
menting the present invention includes a master central pro-
cessing unit (CPU) 1462, interfaces 1468, and a bus 1415
(e.g.,aPCI bus). When acting under the control of appropriate
software or firmware, the CPU 1462 is responsible for such
router tasks as routing table computations and network man-
agement. It may also be responsible for functions previously
described, such as maintaining layer 2 spanning tree protocol
databases, modifying forwarding engine tables of the slave
router, etc. It preferably accomplishes all these functions
under the control of software including an operating system
(e.g., the Internetwork Operating System (IOS®) of Cisco
Systems, Inc.) and any appropriate applications software.
CPU 1462 may include one or more processors 1463 such as
a processor from the Motorola family of microprocessors or
the MIPS family of microprocessors. In an alternative
embodiment, processor 1463 is specially designed hardware
for controlling the operations of router 1440. In a specific
embodiment, a memory 1461 (such as non-volatile RAM
and/or ROM) also forms part of CPU 1462. However, there
are many different ways in which memory could be coupled
to the system.

The interfaces 1468 are typically provided as interface
cards (sometimes referred to as “line cards™). Generally, they
control the sending and receiving of data packets over the
network and sometimes support other peripherals used with
the router 1440. Among the interfaces that may be provided
are Ethernet interfaces, frame relay interfaces, cable inter-
faces, DSL interfaces, token ring interfaces, and the like. In
addition, various very high-speed interfaces may be provided
such as fast Ethernet interfaces, Gigabit Ethernet interfaces,
ATM interfaces, HSSI interfaces, POS interfaces, FDDI
interfaces and the like. Generally, these interfaces may
include ports appropriate for communication with the appro-
priate media. In some cases, they may also include an inde-
pendent processor and, in some instances, volatile RAM. The
independent processors may control such communications
intensive tasks as packet switching, media control and man-
agement. By providing separate processors for the commu-
nications intensive tasks, these interfaces allow the master
microprocessor 1462 to efficiently perform routing computa-
tions, network diagnostics, security functions, etc.

Although the system shown in FIG. 15 is one specific
router of the present invention, it is by no means the only
router architecture on which the present invention can be
implemented. For example, an architecture having a single
processor that handles communications as well as routing
computations, etc. is often used. Further, other types of inter-
faces and media could also be used with the router.

Regardless of network device’s configuration, it may
employ one or more memories or memory modules (includ-
ing memory 1461) configured to store program instructions
for the general-purpose network operations and other load
sharing and redundancy functions described herein. The pro-
gram instructions may control the operation of an operating
system and/or one or more applications, for example. The
memory or memories may also be configured to store routing
tables, layer 2 databases, forwarding engine tables, etc.

Because such information and program instructions may
be employed to implement the systems/methods described
herein, the present invention relates to machine readable
media that include program instructions, state information,
etc. for performing various operations described herein.
Examples of machine-readable media include, but are not
limited to, magnetic media such as hard disks, floppy disks,
and magnetic tape; optical media such as CD-ROM disks;
magneto-optical media such as floptical disks; and hardware
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devices that are specially configured to store and perform
program instructions, such as read-only memory devices
(ROM) and random access memory (RAM). The invention
may also be embodied in a carrier wave travelling over an
appropriate medium such as airwaves, optical lines, electric
lines, etc. Examples of program instructions include both
machine code, such as produced by a compiler, and files
containing higher level code that may be executed by the
computer using an interpreter.

Although illustrative embodiments and applications of this
invention are shown and described herein, many variations
and modifications are possible which remain within the con-
cept, scope, and spirit of the invention, and these variations
would become clear to those of ordinary skill in the art after
perusal of this application. For instance, although the speci-
fication has described routers, other entities used to tunnel
packets to mobile nodes on remote network segments can be
used as well. For example, bridges or other less intelligent
packet switches may also employ the standby protocol of this
invention. Accordingly, the present embodiments are to be
considered as illustrative and not restrictive, and the invention
is not to be limited to the details given herein, but may be
modified within the scope and equivalents of the appended
claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A computing device comprising:

a chassis;

a communication backplane;

a first router disposed in the chassis, the first router being
configured to operate as a master router and to generate
and store a configuration file; and

a second router disposed in the chassis, the second router
being configured to operate as a slave router and to share
aset of interfaces with the first router and to generate and
store at least a partial copy of the configuration file;

wherein the first router is configured to transmit informa-
tion indicating a hardware state of the computing device
and spanning tree protocol updates to the second router
over the shared set of interfaces, and to communicate a
failure of the first router to the second router over the
communication backplane.

2. The computing device of claim 1, wherein the first router

and the second router share a set of security information.

3. The computing device of claim 1, wherein the set of
interfaces enable the first router and the second router to share
forwarding data for forwarding packets on the set of inter-
faces.

4. The computing device of claim 1, wherein both the first
router and the second router run Hot Standby Redundancy
Protocol (HSRP).

5. The computing device of claim 1, wherein both the first
router and the second router run a redundancy protocol.

6. The computing device of claim 1, wherein each of the
first router and the second router maintains its own spanning
tree database, forwarding table, and routing table.

7. The computing device of claim 2, wherein the set of
security information comprises access lists.

8. The computing device of claim 1, wherein the first router
and the second router are configured with unique priorities,
wherein the unique priorities are used to assign one of the first
router and the second router as the master router.

9. The computing device of claim 1, wherein the first router
is configured to assert a signal via the communication back-
plane indicating that the first router is the master router.

10. The computing device of claim 1, wherein the master
router is configured to run a layer 2 spanning tree protocol
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until the master router fails, at which time the slave router is
configured to run the layer 2 spanning tree protocol.
11. A method, comprising:
by a first router disposed in a chassis of a computing
device:
transmitting a first signal to a second router disposed in
the chassis, the first signal indicating that the first
router is operating as a master router, the second
router sharing a set of interfaces with the first router;
transmitting information indicating a hardware state of
the computing device and spanning tree protocol
updates to the second router over the shared set of
interfaces; and
transmitting a second signal to the second router via a
communication backplane of the computing device in
response to a failure of the first router.
12. An apparatus, comprising:
a backplane; and
first and second routers disposed within a single chassis
and sharing a set of interfaces;
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wherein the first router and the second router implement a
redundancy protocol such that one of the first and second
routers operates as a master router and another one of the
first and second routers operates as a slave router;

wherein a failure of the master router is detectable by the
slave router via the backplane; and

wherein the master router is configured to transmit infor-
mation indicating a hardware state of the apparatus and
spanning tree protocol updates to the slave router over
the shared set of interfaces.

13. The apparatus as recited in claim 12, wherein the redun-

dancy protocol is Hot Standby Redundancy Protocol (HSRP).

14. The apparatus as recited in claim 12, wherein the mas-
ter router is configured to send a signal to the slave router via
the backplane of the apparatus upon a failure of the master
router.

15. The apparatus as recited in claim 12, wherein the mas-
ter router is configured to send a signal to the slave router via
the backplane of the apparatus to indicate that the master
router is operating as the master router for the apparatus.
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